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WHAT -WE LEARN SUNDAY SCHOOL 


By Ilanon Moon 


r 4, 1961 Dallas, Texas § 


Mrs. Moon, Box 74, Willis, Texas, is organist and choir director of the Methodist Church in Willis, where her 
father was pastor for several years. She teaches Latin at the high school in Conroe, Texas. 


Previous articles which she has written for this Report include “If His Son Ask Bread ... ,” March 7, 1960; “Liberty 
Versus Liberals” and “Parallel Lines,” both in the August 29, 1960, issue. 


Individualism Versus Collectivism 


66 
Who is Really Playing the Communist Game?” This is the title of an editorial by Henry M. 
Bullock in the August, 1960, Adult Student. 


The Adult Student is a monthly magazine published by the Methodist Church for use in 
the adult departments of its Sunday Schools. 


Mr. Bullock’s editorial is a diatribe against persons who recognize and oppose subversion 
in the churches. He demands that those who point out such subversion bring their charges to 
court and “make their accusations responsibly or retract them.” In italics he says, “If they do 
neither, it is the accusers who are playing the communist game.” 


I; churchmen were hauled into court, they would be obliged to produce evidence, and evi- 
dence is what they have not yet presented. So far, they have confined themselves to mere denials, 
name-calling, and branding as “viciously false” or “highly prejudiced and untrue” every docu- 
mented proof of subversion in their organizations. 


Such an attitude only increases confusion in the churches. Proof of subversion in an or- 
ganization does not convict every member of that organization. It merely means that in the church, 
as in other organizations, patriotic American citizens are permitting a few self-seeking, mis- 
guided, or uninformed persons to speak for them. If they continue to let a few mouthpieces of 
Moscow represent the religion of Jesus, the Christian Church will destroy itself and America 
with it. 


THE DAN SMOOT REPORT, a magazine published every week by The Dan Smoot Report, Inc., mailing 
address P.O. Box 9538, Lakewood Station, Dallas 14, Texas, Telephone TAylor 4-8683 (Office Address 
6441 Gaston Avenue). Subscription rates: $10.00 a year, $6.00 for 6 months, $3.00 for 3 months, $18.00 for 
two years. For first class mail $12.00 a year; by airmail (including APO and FPO) $14.00 a year. Reprints 
of specific issues: 1 copy for 25¢; 6 for $1.00; 50 for $5.50; 100 for $10.00 — each price for bulk mailing 
to one person. 


Copyright by Dan Smoot, 1961. Second class mail privileges authorized at Dallas, Texas. 
No reproduction permitted. 
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The religion of Jesus is an individualistic re- 
ligion. Its principles are only indirectly concerned 
with society. Jesus understood that if the individ- 
ual was made noble, a good society would auto- 
matically result. Those who attempt to force the 
individual to be good by furnishing him a good 
society are attempting to build the house before 
they get the bricks. They are following Karl Marx, 
the father of communism, rather than Jesus, the 
Savior of men. They should be converted to 
Christianity. 


Their Own Words 


M.. Bullock resents “those who assert that 
churches and ministers are ‘riddled with com- 
munism’” and says that “the accusations are usu- 
ally cast in vague phrases such as ‘leftist,’ ‘pro- 
communist, or ‘soft-on-communism.” With 
buoyant disregard for consistency, he denies the 
existence of subversion in the church and then 
attempts to explain away the actions of clergy- 
men whose public records are all the evidence 
anybody needs to convict them of the “pro-com- 
munism” and “soft-on-communism” which Bul- 
lock so emphatically disclaims. 


But things equal to the same thing are equal 
to each other. When certain church leaders and 
publications advocate the same measures as com- 
munist leaders and publications, the “‘accusers” 
are justified in pointing out the inevitable equa- 
tion. 


The House Committee on Un-American Activi- 
ties, the FBI, Circuit Riders, and others have of- 
fered sufficient proof of subversion in organized re- 
ligion; but there is one source of evidence that 
has apparently been overlooked. That source is 
Mr. Bullock’s own Sunday School magazines and 
some other church school publications. I, as one 
“accuser” would, therefore, like to submit cer- 
tain data gleaned from various issues of Sunday 
School literature published during the past five 
years. 


A survey of this literature gives ample evi- 


dence that the church is formulating a theory tg ie 
fit the practice of its increasing materialism ap4 we 
that this theory is replacing the philosophy of he 

Jesus with the fallacies of Karl Marx. The lin | 
guage of the Sunday School magazines is, {7m 
course, more elevated and idealistic than the brut| HG 
lies propagated by Marx, but the end thereof js B 
the same death to individual freedom envisioney] 4 
by Lenin, Stalin, and Khrushchev. ays: 


The general emphasis in these Sunday Schoo] “C 
publications is on social and political issues rather |“™ 
than on the individual problems which Jesus |! 
clearly offered to solve. 


The Adult Student for October, 1959, page 34,}:00's 
states: und 


“The troublesome division of problems into ‘per. 
sonal’ and ‘social,’ together with the effort to ( 
limit religion to the former, now belongs to the};om 


folklore of religion.” p= 
plies 
This writer might as well have said, whic 


“The personal religion of Jesus is a fairy tale, ye 
I believe in the socialism of Karl Marx.” for 


It 
The pro-communist slanting in these public}igu 


tions is both subtle and obvious. It is implied andt ity 
stated. It is indirect and direct. When encountered 
by the unwary American who trusts his church to \ 
lead him in the paths of righteousness, these sub}. 
versive doctrines can not fail to undermine the, 
nation by weakening the religion upon which i 
was built. 


of t 


boy 


subtlety, nobody can surpass the 


of Rebecca Caudill and Lemuel K. Lord in thei 
Building for World Brotherhood. This little te 
Course VIII, part 4, is designed for Methodis 
youth in their Sunday School classes. 


nat 


On page 36, a father says, ; 
“I wouldn’t like to live the way people say som@, _ 
of the Russians live, but, for that matter, ! 
wouldn't like to live the way my own daughte} 


does, either.” ity 


People say some of the Russians live. This Litthqgeot 
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tik of wording suggests to the mind of young 

“Ory tof smericans that the absolute proof we have about 
he horrors of communism is probably not true. 

Pay Ofte test of the sentence implies that the com- 
© ‘at-} unist way of life is no worse than the frivolous 


IS, Off tics of our own youth. 
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Building for World Brotherhood, on page 24, 
ays: 


School] “Our Declaration of Independence, for in- 
; rather puance, states that all men are created equal. This 
belief we based on the teachings of Jesus and on 


SUS $01 Christian religion.” 


Every half-informed person knows that Jeffer- 


age 34 son's “created equal” referred only to equality 
under the law. 


to ‘per. 

Fort to Gaudill’s and Lord’s sentence, We in America 
to theliometimes make the mistake of supposing that 
democracy is a purely American institution, im- 
plies that the United States is a democracy — 
which it is not. Our Founding Fathers deliberate- 
ly rejected “democracy” and created a Republic 


ry tale, 
for America. 


It was Marx, not Jesus, who taught equality. 
vublici| Equality and freedom can not go together. Equal- 
ied anit is for slaves. 

untered 


h to 
reap Buitding for World Brotherhood brands as 


‘ne thet backward” and “primitive” those who are not 
hich if 2Ware of the necessity of working for one an- 
other” — “one another” meaning all the peoples 
of the world. It poses the hypothetical case of the 
boy who insists that Americans have worked hard 
cag to create and build what we have and that we 
r ~|should not feel obligated to give it away to other 
nations. 


Caudill and Lord say: 


“The boy, of course, overlooked the fact that 
mericans in a new nation were favored by plen- 
y— plenty of room, plenty of natural resources, 
plenty of fertility in the soil, plenty of opportun- 
ity most of which is denied to people of many 
is littggeOUntries, and even to some Americans.” 


Ly 


itter, | 


1ughte 


Such statements express the dialectical mater- 
ialism of Karl Marx. Our country és rich in 
natural resourses, but so are Africa, Asia, Aus- 
tralia, Europe, South America— and even the 
island of Cuba. It was not natural resources, but 
people who made America great. Americans built 
a great nation not because of what was in the 
ground, but because of what was in their hearts 
and minds and souls — namely, a love of liberty 
and the courage to found a government so limited 
in power that it could not dwarf and control their 
creative activities. 


0. pages 63 and 64, the authors of Building 
For World Brotherhood say: 


“Within a family, the family income is used 
fairly for the development of all the members in 
proportion to their need. A large part of the 
average family income is spent for food. Of that 


food all may have an equal share, or such amount 
as he needs.... 


“In all the goods and services that the family 
income buys, the several members of the family 
share rather equally... . 


“...A few people have far more wealth than 
they need. Millions of people have less than they 
can get along on and maintain decent and whole- 
some standards of living... . 


‘... If one group is below another group in 
health, in education, in food and clothing, are 
we not pledged to improve their lot until it is the 
equal of our own?” 


This idea, in a Methodist Sunday School book, 
is not only pure communism: it is also utter non- 
sense. If Americans gave away all they have, there 
would not be enough of it for everybody in the 
world to have one shirt! 


l. pious paraphrases, the Adult Student, Sep- 
tember, 1959, page 28, makes the old Marxist 
distinction between “human rights” and “prop- 
erty rights.” After proclaiming its Board of So- 
cial and Economic Relations as the official leader 
“in spearheading understanding of economic life,” 
it assures Christians that “the church needs to 
speak out for the right, for measures which will 
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be helpful in adding to human values.” 


“This,” Christians are warned, “may mean 
pressing for helpful legislation to strengthen cor- 
porate responsibility and putting the profit system 
into proper perspective.” 

These are prettier words than Marx’s, but the 
tune was composed by the same old Karl who 
said: 

“You reproach us for intending to do away 
with your property. Precisely so: that is just what 
we intend.” 


The Adult Student for March, 1960, page 4, 
declares that “incomes should be earned, not mere- 
ly inherited ....” Perhaps this writer does not 
know that the Communist Manifesto lists the 
“Abolition of all right of inheritance” as a re- 
quisite for the communizing of a nation. 


The same article says: 


“Allowing the market to determine differences 
in incomes should be permitted only within rea- 
son, because the market is not God.” 


True, the market is not God. But neither is the 
government, which that article would have us 
believe should regulate what we all earn. 


All-Powertul Government 


Writers for the Methodist Sunday School Adult 
Student seem convinced that if we turn over all 
our business to the federal government our 
troubles will end. But history proves that people 
are always slaves in every nation where govern- 
ment is supreme. Our forefathers fought for free- 
dom; and, to safeguard it for us, they shackled, 
not the people, but the federal government to 
keep it from oppressing the people, under the 
pretense of caring for them. 


Nowhere in the Sunday School magazines which 
I have mentioned, have I found any indication 
that government control is not superior to individ- 
ual self-determination. Has individual salvation 
turned out to be too big a task for the clergy? 


The Sunday School spokesmen seem ready now ty 
render to Caesar the things that are God’s, 


The Adult Student for July, 1960, page 27, says 


“In terms of usefulness in accomplishing high 
moral purposes ‘good government’ means ‘strong 
government’ — government that is increasingly 
active over a wider area of affairs. 

“The job of gaining desirable social goa 
through political action can not be handled by 
a national or state government whose function; 
are defined in narrow terms. The Christian; 
demand for economic justice, for example, cap 
not be satisfied by a government that is allowed 
to do no more than serve as umpire and exhorter 
while the labor-management tug of war makes 
a shambles of family budgets. The same is true 
for other domestic problems.” 


The writer takes up some of these domestic 
problems. Under the headings of “civil rights” 
“race relations,” “education,” “labor,” “economic 
development,” “foreign aid,” and “world peace,” 
he instructs his readers in methods of attaining 
government action on all these matters. 


World Government 


Not only do the Sunday School magazines atf 


vocate all-powerful government at home, but they 
exhort us to embrace world government, which 
can mean only the end of American independence 


The Sunday School writers mistake world gov. 
ernment for the brotherhood of man. Here again, 
they need to comprehend the lessons of history, 
World empire has always been the dream of con 


querers. Rome ruled the world, and all the world 
was enslaved by Rome. For more than fotty 
years, communists have worked for a one-worll 
system. American Sunday School writers are nov 
advocating the same thing. 


B uitding for World Brotherhood takes 
through almost fifty pages of sophistry about th 
brotherhood of man before it comes to the point 


“All Christians must unite in one world-witt 
fellowship.” 
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Then follows propaganda for the World Coun- 
cil of Churches which is dominated by such well- 
known communist tools as Dr. Willem A. Visser 
't Hooft, Bishop Theodor Arvidson, and Bishop 
Albert Bereczky. 


The Adult Student of October, 1959, page 41 
says: 

“We may be sure that any effort to link the 
future of the World Council of Churches with a 
revival of classical Christian theology will weaken 
and not strengthen the growth of unity in and 
through that body.” 

Is not classical Christian theology the old-time 
religion upon which America was built? Does 
that statement of the Adult Student.mean that we 
must abandon our Christian faith if we are to be 
unified with the brethren of the World Council 
of Churches? 


The world church, of course, is merely the 
teligious phase of the political one-world en- 
visaged by Caudill and Lord, authors of Building 
for World Brotherhood. On pages 53-54, they 
say: | 

“Once in a while comes an individual who 
gives men new hope and sets them on the right 


‘track by reminding them that the world is really 


one, that all men are brothers and that we can 
live together in peace and happiness if we will 
only build a good government ‘towering over 
every hill and higher than the heights’ to which 
all people can turn for justice and freedom.” 


Ana what can young people do to bring about 
this brave new world government towering over 
us all? 


Caudill and Lord say: 


“Every young person can learn to think global- 
ly.... think of himself as a world citizen.” 


Putraiced by their own vision, Caudill and 
Lord say: 


“Literature is full of beautiful documents. 
Isaiah’s prophecy is one. The Charter of the 
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United Nations is another.” 


These worthies evidently have not read the 
fine print in that tiresome Charter, which is simply 
a blueprint for international socialism. 


The Adult Student considers world government 
as heaven on earth. The July, 1960 issue, page 27, 
announces: 


. .. the Christian who is sincere is his desire 
for peace will do all he can through his country’s 
political processes in order to seek the establish- 
ment of world government. The globe is the ulti- 
mate in the scope of government; without this 
wide view we make but feeble gestures at gain- 
ing either peace or the realization of the ideals 
in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.” 


The May, 1960, Adult Student urges America 
to accept the jurisdiction of the world court and 
to provide for a permanent world police force. 


Patriotism and ‘Peace’ 


The Wesley Quarterly is also a Methodist adult 
Sunday School magazine. In general, it seems to 
be more concerned with Christianity than the 
Adult Student is; yet, in the April-May-June issue 
of 1959, page 5, the Wesley Quarterly declares: 


“We cling to our ideas of national sovereignty 
as if it were still the period just before the adop- 
tion of the American Constitution . . . . Our day 
demands worldmindedness and attitudes as broad 
as humanity. We are called upon to consider no 
other nation as foreign and no other race as 
being inferior.” 


Sei another Methodist churchman, writing in 
the February, 1960, Adult Student, fears that 
Americans may become infected with patriotism. 
Speaking of Washington and Lincoln, he says: 


“. . . they have come to symbolize the ‘good 
American.’ So there is at least a degree of danger 
that ‘Americanism’ may be made into. a semi- 
religious cult.” 


In these days of waning patriotism, it is ap- 
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palling to find anybody who sees danger in 
“Americanism.” 


l. may be coincidental that the attitude toward 
“world peace,” in the Methodist Sunday School 
books, never varies from the communist line. 


“Peaceful co-existence” is the “Christian way,” 
according to these churchmen. But do these gentle- 
men know what peaceful co-existence actually is? 
If not, they can find out from the writings of 
Lenin, who said: 

“We must practice co-existence with other na- 


tions until we are strong enough to take over 
by world revolution.” 


The Adult Student of July, 1960, page 22, 
pontificates: 


“Discussion of war can no longer proceed from 
ancient premises and along shopworn lines of 
‘national security,’ ‘national honor,’ ‘patriotism,’ 
‘lesser of evils,’ ‘just wars,’ etc.” 


Obviously then, nothing is worth fighting for! 
We just embrace communism, bend our necks 
under the communist yoke, and become Khrush- 
chev’s willing slaves! Ah, peace! 


The communist’s constantly paint the horrors of 
war in order to frighten us into submission; and 
our good churchmen, writing for the Sunday 
School books, help spread the propaganda of 


fear and cowardice. 


“Contemplate the consequence of atomic war- 
fare,” cries one of them in the Adult Student of 
September, 1960, page 52. He then tries to scare 
us all to death before the bomb falls. 


Atomic war is horrible to contemplate. The 
only conceivable thing worse than atomic war is 
slavery to the Kremlin. But we find nothing about 
this in the Sunday School magazines. 


0... writer in the Adult Student, September, 
1959, says that “peace can come only through co- 
operative effort.” Such a statement marks the 
author as either ignorant or dishonest. Upon what 
premise does he base his conclusion that “peace 


can come only through cooperative effort” when 
no peace among nations has ever been so ob. 
tained ? 


There has been but one period of prolonged 
peace in all history, the Pax Romana. the Pax 
Romana was maintained, not by cooperation 
among nations, but by the armed might of Rome. 
This is the kind of peace that the Soviets want, 
It is the kind of peace they intend to enforce, and 
churchmen are “really playing the communist 
game” when they agitate for peace on communist 
terms. 


Soft on Communism 


This peace-at-any-price attitude naturally causes 
the softness-on-communism so conspicious in 
Methodist Sunday School literature. 


Their writers seem to see quite clearly the weak- 
ness, sins, and failures of all countries except the 
Soviet Union. 


L. the Adult Student for September, 1960, page 
61, the writer goes back more than a hundred 
years to point out “the ugly stain that was the 
American slave traffic.” He says: 

“For dark horror of human cruelty, probably 


that era went unrivaled until the era of Hitler’s 
concentration camps and gas ovens.” 


The Sunday School writer is wrong there. Lenin 
and Stalin had been making a fine art of “the 
dark horror of human cruelty” for fifteen years 
before Hitler even had his chance. The butcher 
Khrushchev, whom some of our churchmen so 
heartily welcomed to the United States, is still 
holding millions in “the dark horror” of the 
most diabolical system of slavery ever devised by 
man. But the Sunday School magazines do not 
mention. this. 


In fact, these Sunday School writers seldom, if 
ever, find anything badly wrong with the Soviet 
Union. They lambast Hitler, and British colonial- 
ism, and exhume every skeleton they can possibly 
find in American history; but they manage to 
ignore, ot find explanations for, Soviet atrocities. 
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The Adult Student, September, 1959, weeps 
over the Five Civilized Tribes whom “we” drove 
“from their homes with cruelty” and whose lands 
“we” stole— more than a century ago; but ig- 
nores the millions of people who have been mur- 
dered and whose homes and land have been stolen 
by communists in this generation. 


Americans, the Adult Student writer asserts, 

“have invaded Mexico a number of times with 
insufficient justification and taken territory from 
her. Americans bullied Panama to get rights for 
building the canal.” 


He went back a long way to create some false 
history about America. If he wanted to discuss 
the evils of “land-grabbing” by big nations, why 
do you supose it never occurred to him to deal 
with the communist rape of Tibet, of Hungary, of 
Poland, of Estonia, of Latvia —and so on? 


We have “favored the abhorrent Batista” and 
“befriended the tyrants of Saudi Arabia and 
Spain,” the Adult Student wails indignantly; but 
it does not mention the abhorrent communist Cas- 
tro and the communist tyrants Tito, Gomulka, 
and Sukarno who were placed in power and 
are kept there by the United States. 


Dictators of all kinds are abhorrent to lovers 
of liberty, and we cannot help drawing conclu- 
sions when the Sunday School writers are so par- 
tial to communist dictators. 


Compulsory Sharing 


- writers consistently demand that we 
maintain and extend foreign aid to the communist 
dictators and every other country that wants 
American money. 


The Adult Student, July, 1960, page 25 says: 


“Christian compassion requires the use of po- 
litical processes to meet the economic needs of 
people overseas. As long as the United States 
remains committed to heavy defense spending 
to discourage military aggression, such compas- 
sion calls for heavier expenditures, and presum- 


ably increased taxes. Yet the Christian . . . must 
urge and support a more ambitious foreign aid 
program on the part of his government and de- 
mand that such aid be directed to situations of 
need regardless of political considerations.” 


The same magazine for November, 1959, page 
32, declares: 


“We should give more. The New Testament re- 
quires it of us.” 


That must be the Revised Standard Version. 
My New Testament requires nothing of the kind. 


The writer of that article adds that our foreign 
aid should be four billion annually instead of our 
miserly $1,400,000,000. He bemoans the fact that 
our standard of living is “rising more rapidly” 
than that of the underdeveloped countries. He 
apparently considers it sinful that “we are ac- 
quiring automatic washers faster than they are 
getting hoes and scythes.” 


Another writer berates us in the July, 1959 
Adult Student, page 52, for having spent money 
“for economic development through bilaterial and 
multilateral programs over which we could exer- 
cise control and to which we could attach political 
strings.” 


Fi American Church men induce their mem- 
bers to scatter American money all over the world 
“regardless of political considerations” (which 
means regardless of consideration for the United 
States), Lenin’s goal of spending America to de- 
struction will soon be realized. 


National Council 


The fine print on the front cover of the Sun- 
day School magazines gives due credit to the Na- 
tional Council of Churches. That may help ex- 
plain their content. 


The National Council of Churches proclaims 
the gospel of socialism, statism, and international- 
ism to unwary Christians; and it also wields a 
heavy political club. 
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The National Council of Churches made 


America’s Secretary of Defense order withdrawal 


of an Air Force Training Manual, merely because 
the manual made truthful, proven statements 
about communist infiltration into some churches. 
Anyone who doubts that there és communist in- 
fluence in the churches ought to read some of 
the Sunday School literature issued to Christian 
churches, with the cooperation of the National 


Council. 
What to Do 


Basnece a hierarchy which propagates such 
literature and a membership which permits it, 
the local pastor is helpless, however fine and fear- 
less he may be. 


Methodists are not compelled to use the church 
literature, handed down to them by the heirarchy. 
The obvious way, therefore, to get rid of un- 
American Sunday School books is simply to refuse 
to buy them. By refusing to take the offending ma- 
terial, Methodists could soon rid themselves of the 
small minority of churchmen who are attempting 
to lead them down the road to a communist one- 
world. 


WHO IS DAN 


Who Plays the ‘Game’? 


1 who love the Methodist Church and 
have worked in it and for it all their lives are not 
enemies when they point out the forces of sub. 
version within it. They are not attacking the 
church. They are assailing individuals who ate 
attempting to lead it away from Christianity, and 
into the philosophy of Karl Marx who hated 
Jesus and all his teachings. 


Methodist churchmen who lash out angrily at 
everyone mentioning communism in the churches 
are hurting themselves. Instead of helping to get 
rid of the cancer which has crept into the body 
of their church, they are helping to conceal it, until 
it does its fatal work. 


l. would be fatuous to imagine that such persons 
as Harry F. Ward and G. Bromley Oxnam do 
not know exactly what: they are doing, but it is 
generally conceded that most ministers who fol- 
low the communist line are merely dupes. The 
dupe, however, is as dangerous as the villian. 


Men who cary{distinguish between compassion 
and communism are the ones who “are really 
playing the communist game.” 


SMOOT? 


Dan Smoot was born in Missouri. Reared in Texas, he attended SMU in Dallas, taking BA and MA degrees 


from that university in 1938 and 1940. 


In 1941, he joined the faculty at Harvard as a Teaching Fellow in English, doing graduate work for the degree 
of Doctor of Philosophy in the field of American Civilization. 


In 1942, he took leave of absence from Harvard in order to join the FBI. At the close of the war, he stayed 


in the FBI, rather than return to Harvard. 


He served as an FBI Agent in all parts of the nation, handling all kinds of assignments. But for three and a 
half years, he worked exclusively on communist investigations in the industrial midwest. For two years following 
that, he was on FBI headquarters staff in Washington, as an Administrative Assistant to J. Edgar Hoover. 


After nine and a half years in the FBI, Smoot resigned to help start the Facts Forum movement in Dallas. As 
the radio and television commentator for Facts Forum, Smoot, for almost four years spoke to a national audience 


giving both sides of great controversial issues. 


In July, 1955, he resigned and started his own independent program, in order to give only one side — the 
side that uses fundamental American principles as a yardstick for measuring all important issues. 


If you believe that Dan Smoot is Eeaty by vibes! tools for those who want to think and talk and write on 


the side of freedom, you can help immensely 
Smoot Report. 


subscribing, and encouraging others to subscribe, to The Dan 
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